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Response to Request for Reconsideration 



Responsive to Applicant's arguments of record, new grounds of 
rejection are set forth below. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this 
section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under 
section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that 
an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have 
the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published 
under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1- 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Monday et al. (U.S. Patent 6,480,860). 

As per independent claim 1: 

Monday teaches a method for the communication of data 
between at least one host system and a storage management 
system, the method comprising: 

• defining structure for data to be transported from the at 
least one host system to the storage management system 
using a markup language [e.g., see use of XML, see col. 5, 
line 4]; and 

• transporting the defined data from the at least one host 
system to the storage management system via a remote 
procedure call [e.g., see use of remote procedure call, col. 
6, line 58]. 
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As per dependent claim 2: 

Monday teaches the markup language includes a facility to 
define tags, as well as structural relationships between tags [e.g., 
see sample XML data request and associated XML tags, as shown 
in figures 6-8; see supporting discussion col. 9]. 



As per dependent claim 3: 

Monday teaches the markup language is extensive markup 
language (XML) [col. 5, line 4]. 

As per dependent claim 4: 

Monday is silent regarding any operating system dependency 
with respect to the use of a RPC between machines; therefore, 
the Examiner has interpreted the breadth of Monday's disclosure 
as not being limited to any particular operating system [see RPC 
disclosure, col. 6, line 58]. 



Claims 1- 4, 7, 8, 11-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Humpleman et al. (U.S. Patent 6,466,971). 

As per independent claim 1: 

Humpleman teaches a method for the communication of data 
between at least one host system and a storage management 
system, the method comprising: 

• defining structure for data to be transported from the at 
least one host system to the storage management system 
using a markup language [e.g., see XMLRPC format 
discussion beginning col. 18, line 65; see also use of XML, 
col. 12, discussion beginning line 6]; and 
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• transporting the defined data from the at least one host 
system to the storage management system via a remote 
procedure call [e.g., see use of "XML.Remote Procedure 
Call", col. 14, line 17; also RPC using XML discussion col. 18, 
beginning line 45; see also XML RPC code listing, EXAMPLE 
1, col. 19; see also XMLRPC format discussion beginning col. 
18, line 65]. 

As per dependent claim 2: 

Humpleman teaches the markup language includes a facility to 
define tags, as well as structural relationships between tags [e.g., 
see XML RPC code listing, EXAMPLE 1, col. 19 and associated XML 
tags]. 



As per dependent claim 3: 

Humpleman teaches the markup language is extensive markup 
language (XML) [e.g., see use of XML, see col. 12, discussion 
beginning line 6]. 

As per dependent claim 4: 

Humpleman is silent regarding any operating system 
dependency with respect to the use of a RPC between machines; 
therefore, the Examiner has interpreted the breadth of 
Humpleman's disclosure as not being limited to any particular 
operating system [see XML RPC code listing, col. 19], 



As per dependent claim 7: 

Humpleman teaches the defining is performed by at 
least one host agent residing on the at least one host system 
[e.g., see "software agent" and associated discussion col. 13, 
lines 12-20 and col. 13, lines 51-53]. 
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As per dependent claim 8: 

Humpleman teaches the transporting is facilitated by 

the at least one host agent [e.g., see "agent" discussion col. 13, 

beginning line 12] . 



As per dependent claim 11: 

Humpleman teaches processing the defined data at the storage 
management system [e.g., see "local device XML interface" and 
associated discussion col. 16, beginning line 13; also col. 18, lines 
40-52]. 



As per dependent claim 12: 

Humpleman teaches the processing includes parsing the defined 
data using a markup language [see "parsing and validating XML 
messages", and associated discussion col. 16, lines 21-35; also 
col. 18, lines 40-52]. 



As per dependent claim 13: 

Humpleman teaches the parsing is performed by a standard 
extensive markup language (XML) parser [see "XML parser 74" 
and associated discussion col. 16, lines 24; see also XML parser 
discussion col. 18, lines 40-52]. 



As per dependent claim 14: 

Humpleman teaches the processing includes providing the 
defined data to a flexible interface of the storage management 
system [e.g ? , see "local device XML interface" and associated 
discussion col. 16, beginning line 13]. 
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As per dependent claims 15 - 17: 

Humpleman teaches the use of an XML parser which appears to 
inherently offer standard XML parsing capabilities as claimed [see 
"XML parser 74" and associated discussion col. 16, lines 24; see 
also XML parser discussion col. 18, lines 40-52; see "local device 
XML interface" and associated discussion col. 16, beginning line 
13]. 

As per dependent claim 18: 

Humpleman teaches the transporting occurs in response to a 
request from the storage management system, the request being 
made after the storage management system determines a change 
in device information has occurred since a prior transmission of 
data to the storage management system [e.g., see "local device 
XML interface" and associated discussion col. 16, beginning line 
13]. 

35 U.S.C. 103 rejections: 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the 
basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims 5 & 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Humpleman et al. (U.S. Patent 6,466,971) in 
view of (U.S. Patent ) in view of Wollrath et al. (U.S. Patent 
6,487,607). 



As per dependent claim 5: 
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Humpleman discloses the invention substantially as claimed, as 
discussed above. 

However, Humpleman does not explicitly teach the following 
additional limitations: 

Wollrath teaches the use of JAVA remote method invocation, as 
claimed [e.g, see col. 4, line 20 and associated discussion]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to improve upon the system 
taught by Humpleman by implementing the improvements 
detailed above because it would provide Humpleman's system 
with the enhanced capability of avoiding the blocking of a calling 
process while it waits for a response from the called remote 
procedure, as typically occurs with synchronous remote 
procedure calls, and/or for transporting objects within the 
distributed system for use in connection with processes executing 
on remote machines [e.g., see Wollrath col. 4, discussion 
beginning line 35; see also col. 3, lines 9-15]. 

As per dependent claim 6: 

Humpleman teaches the defined device data is device discovery 
data [e.g., see examining device capabilities col. 14, lines 39-52; 
see also the use of XML to represent CD devices, col. 20, line 55]. 



Claims 9 & 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Humpleman et al. (U.S. Patent 6,466,971) in 
view of (U.S. Patent ) in view of Monday et al. (U.S. Patent 
6,480,860). 

As per dependent claim 9: 

Humpleman discloses the invention substantially as claimed, as 
discussed above. 
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However, Humpleman does not explicitly teach the following 
additional limitations: 

Monday teaches retrieving the data to be transported to the 
storage management system from at least one storage device 
embedded in or communicatively coupled to the at least one host 
system prior to defining the structure of the data to be 
transported [e.g., see retrieving data from the database and 
subsequent translation step and associated discussion col. 8 
lines 29-46, specifically "XML translator 226"] . 



It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to improve upon the system 
taught by Humpleman by implementing the improvements 
detailed above because it would provide Humpleman's system 
with the enhanced capability of reducing the server load and 
increasing programmer control over "how XML requests are 
processed and returned" [See Monday, col. 8, lines 39-46]. 

As per dependent claim 10: 

Humpleman teaches the retrieving is performed by at 
least one host agent residing on the at least one host system 
[e.g., see "agent" and associated discussion col. 13, beginning at 
lines 12 & 51]. 



Prior Art not relied upon: 

Please refer to the references listed on the attached PTO-892 
which are not relied upon in the claim rejections detailed above. 
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How to Contact the Examiner: 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to St. John Courtenay III, whose 
telephone number is 571-272-3761. A voice mail service is also available at 
this number. The Examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 
8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, An Meng-AI who can be reached on 703-305-9678. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



All responses sent by U.S. Mail should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Patent Customers advised to FAX communications to the USPTO 

http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/pac/dapp/opla/preognotice/faxnotice.pdf 

Effective Oct. 15, 2003, ALL patent application correspondence transmitted 
by FAX must be directed to the new PTO central FAX number: 

NEW PTO CENTRAL FAX NUMBER: 
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703-872-9306 



• Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this 
application should be directed to the TC 2100 Group receptionist: 
(703) 305-3900. 

Please direct inquiries regarding fees, paper matching, and other 
issues not involving the Examiner to: 

Technical Center 2100 CUSTOMER SERVICE: 703 306-5631 

The Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP) is available online at: 
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/pac/mpep/index.html 




